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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

M) first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as  Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
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72B7 ma d , G u k e ~ ~ v (  k ~ k  - . & w 
9' 4Fqd 

(Street Address) 

l a v + t - R ~ d  Cj4t L 

0 1 
mm'-- 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF,PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment rn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6& meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of t l~e Laguna de Sanla Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



~ ) D R O T H ~  K .  + r ~ , ~ c , / t  
(Name: Please prink) 

9oq 1 4 re\[ St 
(Street ~ d d r e a  

ra tan 4J 
' .(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for bterested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
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Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 

October, 2005 

Division of water  Quality - - ----- - -  -- - -  - -  - --.- .- -..- 

State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like. to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I run deeplyconcemed about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Qiiality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the,infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by erotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that BL 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification 1 is t 
for interested parti&, and inform your Board about my correspondence un this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the mahy Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Lagma de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonorna County received the Public Notice 'about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. . . 

Sincerely, 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
ako like'to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and 'approve each proposed 1 i s  t 
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment in 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

 fi first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed 1 i s  t 
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing'taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the mai-ty Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication progradwas initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeplyconcemed about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

g)d& /b kf iP.n ,/ 
(Signature) ' (Date) . a 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment a-~ 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in SantalRosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

(Signature) @ate) 
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Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the La- de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreadhg West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

,% /a p/o 5-- 
(Signature) ' @Ate> 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Qualify 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me cn your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence cn this matter. 1 would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the  
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public henring, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fnct sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the  
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa hy exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication prograin is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, C A  95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly opp& the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me cn your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence cn this matter. 1 would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in wnter body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comnient shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the  
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Ros? by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the hko worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

.(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comx~~ent a1 

the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) * 

Nlb0 , 
(Town) 

9547 / 
(Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wllson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and.Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonorna County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I m deeply cmcened about fie infestation of thc L a p  de Santa Rosa by exotic plants sudl 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

\ 2 4 q  .or 
(Signature) @ate) 



D I A ~ E  HEAL'I 
(Name: ~ l e i s e  Print) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Ei~.risicn cf Water Qaality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

P w w  LS77 
(Street Address) 

F o ~ V / L L €  
(Town) 

?*36 
(Zip Code) 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa bf exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 



(Name: please Print) 1 

f l b  C (6 A. F 
V 

(Street Address). 
f 

9e-4 
(Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Qualiky 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
L a p a  de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for hteres ted parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence cn-~ this matter. I would 
also fike to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply ccncerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b:; exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 



&JA\ C1 hFmc &Xi- 
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(Name: Please Print) 
- 

L - 
(Street ~ddres 's)  
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



Lfnflc N ~ M h i u  G 
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

- .  . 
.(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for ~ i t r o ~ e n  and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? ' 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



(Name: Please Print) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Qvality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, C A  95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn . 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. W 

0 JU e. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the  
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 

,-, 6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve eaclrS'pYoppsed l i s t  
, - 'change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and a p p ~ k i n i t y  for public 

comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings~in-§anta Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents J"-'- 

the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many L q ~ q p r o b l e m s .  Furthermore, I w o k 4  ,' 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the *c, .,.a-- 

Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? i 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa hy exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence tha t  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two-worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situa£i@bcould get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the L a h a  fdikutrients. 

Sincerely, ,,,""' - .. ': 
i 



=-S>W?~wick 
flame: Please Print) 

.zz$ C . r - a . @ k ~ , ~  ~ f .  
(Street Address) 

k &IS'< 9 .j--qos-3fi, 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, C A  95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me c n  your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. 1 would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s f  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa ~ 6 s a  hy exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if'nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. I'lease do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



L ~ F  A ! Q E R - ~ D N  
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

t I 

.(Town) (Zip Code) ' 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6'h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
A 

/ Q *  Mr 05 
(Signature) @ate) 



Gbm T Ldw\e 
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 'q 5 * b ~  

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment a~ 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me (HI your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, " A t  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the hguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
A + h A n c L  

r 

v ,(,I &.  .d 
(Signature) @ate) 
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(Name: Please Print) 
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(Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for .interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



LUPL ANE 8 0 l ~ 8 E u  
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment (+I 

the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
'Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, b d  inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list 
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concemcd about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
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October, 2005 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6'h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

277. C 333 /0-26-2~~S- 
(Signature) @ate> 
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(Street Address) 

o d l s  R;o 9 5 ~  6 =Z 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



I 

I ~ s i n i  s_ M . I-Iuq h e s  
Warne: .Please Print) 

(Street ~ d d r g s )  
- 

FD r e  s t ~ l / / ~  4s-$4 6 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
alsolike to receive the notice for the December 6' meetingas soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

/// d y /ad- 
(Signature) 0 / 

@/ate) 



d 
/COLA/ / o w G .  

(Name: Please Print) 

tiio t AMW Ap.L,L 
(Street Address) 

&ktxRuRG 
(Town) 

9rvvF- 
(Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
L a p a  de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I ,  ' 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

(Signature) @&) / 



(Street Address) 

- 
(Town) 

idra ~4sfl0 
(zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested-parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6fi meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. ,I  understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider. and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

1 "-03 
(Signature) - Y 

@ate) 



(Name: Please Print) 

9692 Lakewood Bhe 
rnWdMd)fod 95492 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
I?. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of'public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l is t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the mahy Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like, to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 



t c r c J l a  IY~WWWI SoCem 
(Name: Please Print) 

$07 W n r c h  ST, 
(Street Address) 

H ~ u  .(Town) \AS h u m  
(Zip 7 5 Y 4 8  Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 

Sty.%&nof.  WateE_..Quali!y. . -. -. . -- -- .- .- . .. . -___..-. -- - - -  
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0 .  Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment rn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and .Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed 1 i s  t 
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to how how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I ain deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreadbg West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

0 !j 
(Signature) 



$4 / J&k / (~ -e  
(Name: ~lease'-Print) 

(Street Address) d 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment rn 
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me 9 your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water. Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the mahy Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



k ~ e / . ~ c J  f i  16-.f f i s . ~  
(Name: Please Print) 

16'3 2-0 
* 

(Street Address) 

.(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Div is io~~ of Waier Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment a-t 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) .LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concem~ed c h i i t  tlie ides  tation of the Lagum de Santa R-osa b3 exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradic' ation program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

sincerely, 



. ,  - 

(Name: Please Print) 

l4lsa mOTfl/(&. BLVJ 
(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
D,.. ;c Lion of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6& meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, " A t  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 



S Y L ~ ,  A M .  WPLK&& 
(Name: Please Piint) 

7 0 0  S ; ~ N F O P D  4-v~ 
(Street Address) 

.(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients, 



-& i / re .n  It . i lawers  
(Name: Please Print) 

&76 hc/ 'wau 446 
(Street Address) ' 

~ u n Z  Rib CA 9596.2 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
state Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on'this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



Margaret Elizares 
7501 Sunkist Drive 

Oakland, CA 94605-3022 

(Name: Please Print) 

. (Street Address) 

. (Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Divisiefi of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION' 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested-parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also. like to receive the notice for the December 6a meeting as soon as possible. 

~ i f i r s t  concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



&IM J 4) wfk3 
(Name: Please Print) 

@a IV1aut:L) k. 
(Street Address) 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 

-_I . - - .  2irr.i_sion of. Waf err-Quality_ . _. _ - .. .- .- . . . . . _ .  - -- .. -.-- 

State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me cn your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed 1 i s  t 
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



(Name: Please Print) 3 

%07 March he 
(Street Address) 

.(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Div@&~!-d. Wa!e~..@aliV- - --_ _. . _ - -. - .. . -. - 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6Lh meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I ain deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreadhg West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

lolgo /o s 
(Signature) @ate) ' 



\ n l~o-, - (Name: Ple 

(Street Address) - 

(Zip Code) 
WcC 8 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water QualiQ . . .L . -- - ..... ---.- -.-.-.-. - 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0 .  Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, " A f  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l is t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacrahento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de San ta Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

(signature) 
Lo-3\ -05 

- 

Date) 



Don_tL- ~ L C W  

(Name: Please Print) 0 

l 6 5 /  hoc~e cdaq 
(Street Address) 

'(Town) (Zip Code) 
. . 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

/ 

g&m--- 7- / o / d y / o  5- 
(Signature) @ate> 



E d w d  F,Icr 'n C b r ~ I q ~ a  
(Name: Please Print) 

/ V q 6 4  / 7 e / o d y  A v e  
(Street Address) 

~ p r n ~ b r j  9.5 9 4 c 
'(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties;-and-inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

J am deeply concerned ahout the infestation of the La- de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



'+ 

Recycled Paper 



M a r k  R .  G u e n t h e r  

(Name: Please Print) 

5 4  A l o h a  A v e  
. . . . (Street Address) 

S a n  F r a n c i s c o ,  C A  9 4 1 2 2  
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

O c t o b e r  2 7 ,  2 0 0 5  
(Signature) @ate) 

M a r k  R .  G u e n t h e r  



I 

I Mark R. Guenther : 
! 54 Aloha Avenue 
i San Francisco, CA 94122 

llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll 
Mr. Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P.O. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 9581 2-01 00 



G-..i-Q- S-.cf( 
(Name: Q>iease Print) 

907 / v e d e &  3. 
(street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF 'PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence tha t  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





' (or+ L & / n q  /& 
(Name: Please Print) 

/S//o tP/d h e - / i  Ad 
(Street Address) 

A ,  CA 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Wdter Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment rn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303,(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen , q d  Phosphoms. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence cn this matter. I would 
also like to.receive the notice for the December 6& meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of h e  Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants su& 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. ma- ~ f ~ r f ~  

Sincerely, t o  ) h a k  DJf d h - ,  -4 & ~ 5  
t -&-a / o w  I 

C 

j6- 2 7 - B .  
(Signature) @ate) 





NU C,U PV roe ( 
(~a rne : /~ l eas i  Print) 

lob +t$%lA,& J&-P~L.* $f6/ 
(Street Address) 

96769  
(Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of ,Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board' about my correspondence m this matter. I ,would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing'taking place in Sacrahento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public .Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

. . 

. . 2%- 65/ 
(Signature) @ate) 



Ms. Nancy Purcell 
! 00 Thorndale Dr. A t. 418 $6 

san mael ,  CA 98903 



C H A L L ~ ~  ~ A ~ A E I -  
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

L ~ t a p 3 ~  Jr c c ~ .  4 ~ W b  
(Town) (Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me cw your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6a meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

10 -;3 c-aax 
(Signature) @ate> 





i ! ! o k b  & w c . ~  
(Name: Please Print) 

32 7 1/VI& 
(Street Address) 

&te&Ydc 0. ~ Y ~ o Y  
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties; and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





l -. AMES C CAMPBELL 
(Name: Please Print) 

ILILW Soj.rE-r A ~ E  
(Street Address) 

Gus g bji LLE C f i ~ r c l ~  
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
' Craig J. Wilson, Chief 

Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Ql.1 ality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
iaguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6* meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 





JAMES L. MANClNl 
2554 McAllister Street 

San Franeieca, CA 941 18 

(Name: Please Print) 

- - -  

(S tr ter street 
S e ,  CA 94118 

(Town) (Zip code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me rn your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I &deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 .million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreadkg West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, arid if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





I 
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and info- your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa ~ b s a  has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa ~ d s a  by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an yow: notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



3280 Westside Road 
Healdsburg, CA 95448 
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(Name: Please Print) 

5-LL3 /IVPON'T &il/~ 
(Street Address) 

AMYA RO/srA 
(TOW;) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6fi meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence t h a t 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





(Name: Please Print) 

/ I 

(Street A~&SS) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of W ~ t e r  Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

(Signature) . @ate) 





Gary Bodwin 
8 180 Park Avenue 

Forestville, CA 95436 
October 3 1, 2005 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
PO Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 958 12-0 100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: I t  

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list for 
interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would also 
like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the R WQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list 
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity forpublic 
comment shall be provided " Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination of 
Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents the 
opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore I would like 
to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the Sacramento 
hearing in December on this issue? How was this meeting publicized in Sonoma County? 

I am a CreekKeeper volunteer and monitor Mark West Creek. I am aware of the poor wafer 
quality draining into this creek from the Laguna and then into the Russian River. The water 
quality in the Laguna is having a very negative impact on the water in the Russian River and on 
the steelhead and Coho salmon habitat in this watershed. 

I am also concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such as 
ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that these 
plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degradmg the fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, &- Bo win 
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&,wJ 
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

(Town) I (Zip Code) . 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit . 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6& meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonorna County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the La- de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

sincerely, 

(Signature) 
. (Uate) 
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.(~ame: Please Prinq 

26 
(Street ~dckess) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence art this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be %charged, the situation could get much worse. ,-- - 

Thank you for your consideration. Please d elist the Laguna for nutrients. 
\ 4 

Sincerely, 





IO( J 7 b  \ / U M  I / /  llcc. 
'(street Address) 

m v~ 4- u 114 
(Town) 

%+3 b 
(Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

. . 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMlTED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delis t the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, A 



JOHN L. HUGHES 
6095 Van Keppel Rd. 

FORESTVILLE. CA 95436 



/ / ~ L L L J  2 ,  LtH,wzL-rO,  
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for .interested parties, and inform-your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
c'omment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

/o -29-0 6- 
(Signature) @ate> 





(Name: Please Print) 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence t ha t 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

(Signature) 
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Colma, CA 94014-3139 

(Street Address) 

- - -- 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6'h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

CC- 

L2z-d+ /&i- ('%- w s8. f) , /"/"'6/&fl 

(Signature) fl @ate> 





(Name: Please Print) 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Givsiun 01 Via ter Quaiiiy 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment a-~ 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 

a de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. 

7 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



hls. Lua~ln Sclle~lJ 

10507 ChalkHill Kd. 

Hcaldrburg, CA 95448 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment rn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I stronnlv ovvose the delisting of the 
Laguna de S a n t a v h o r u s .  Please place me m7our notification list 
h r  interested parties, and inform your Board about-my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6fi meetinn as soon as ppssihlel.- .-. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b? exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the - La@ ma for nutrients. 
_C_ A 



- -7 
Leilani Thompson 

- -  1 1733 Calavaras Dr 

i Santa Rosa CA 95405 



October 3 1,2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quahty 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 958 12-0 100 

D k  Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORT(SH0PS and request for public comment on 
the REVEION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Lagma de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list for 
interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would also 
like to receive the notice for the December 6th meeting as soon as possible. 

My .first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 6.2, 
requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and apprme each proposed list change as 
documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity j b  ,public comment shall be 
provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination of Regional Board 
hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents the opportunity to 
give first hand accounts of the many Lagma problems. 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the L a m  de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such as 
Ludwida, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that these 
p&ts provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat: The era'dication is limited to ody the two worst sections of the 
infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 
r*2 ? L I * I &  I t  I l l  , + ,  * I ,  , 
Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Lagma for nutrients. 

Sincerely, ' > ,  
5 .  , . 



Noel Bouck 
3000 Joy Road 
Occidental, CA 95465 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 

1,- I Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Controk - 

P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-01 00 

1 .  
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(Name: Please Print) 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6* meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I run deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

/ d d d  
(Signature) @ate> 



Ralph McLeran Properties, Inc. 
: 1169 Magnolia Ave. 

Larkspur, CA 94939 
1 

Craig J. Wilson, Chair 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Qaulity 
PO Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 9581 2-01 00 



Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality . 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

C 4 4 r / f 5  L I ' H J Y - ~ ~ ~  S A C  re 
' (Name: Please Print) / 

(Street Address) 

He@/& br, 1-7 95++g/ 
' (Town) / (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform.your Board about.my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the La- de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not deIist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

(Signature) 
9% k &~J.?/JDG-- 

'@at'e) 





(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

I Anne Wurr 
603 Keller St: 
Petduma, CA 94952-2807 I (Zip Code) 

3 / October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
state Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
~hguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would . - 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. . , 

My &st concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeplyconcerned about the infestation of the Lagma de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

603 Kelkr St. 

: @ate) 



Anne W U ~  
603 Keller St. 
petal-, CA 94852-2Bo7 



L 

(Name: Please Print) 

1 I%& 0 3  @om 
(Street Address) 

I 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISICN TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6U' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunify for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing tak$g place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication progam is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

. . 

(signature).. 





Cclb/ ,/ Z~#Z Q 

(Name: Please Print) 

. 72J. 1 Vel , ' d f & H  6 

(Street Address) 

49!3A 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 

I! 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 

I 
c also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa bi exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence t ha t 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

/Q -3 / -  0 
(Signature) (Date) 





(Name: Please Print) 

7344 RoAb 
(Street Address) 

F O R ~ ~ L / I L G  (54 45436 
(Town) 

I 
(Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy 'for Developing California's C l e h  Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacrahento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like. to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



Mr. A. Durs Koenig 
7349 Covey Road 

Forestville, CA 95436 



Craig J. Wilson, Chief . 
Water Quality Assessment unit, Division of Water Quality 
State Watq Resources Control Board 
PO Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for 
public comment on the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 
303(d) LIST OF WATER QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. 

I strongly oppose the delisting of the Laguna de Santa Rosa for nitrogen and 
phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list for interested parties, and 
inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I 
understand that the Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water 
Act Section 303(d) List, Section 6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall 
consider and approve each proposed list change as documented in water body fact 
sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public comment shall be provided." 

Why is the only hearin taking place in Sacramento? Elimination of Regional Board a hearings in Santa Rosa as in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents the 
opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthennore, 
I would like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public 
Notice about the Sacramento hearing in December on this issue. How was this 
meeting publicized in Sonoma County? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic 
plants such as ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very 
controversial chemical eradication program was initiated recefitly at a cost of $1.5 
million. There is evidence that these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to 
be spreading West Nile virus, as well as degrading the fish habitat. The eradication 
program is limited to only the two worst sections of the infestation, and if nutrients 
continue to be discharged the situation could get much worse. 

Please do not delist the Lappa for nutrients. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Tina Fields, k h . ~ .  
1 

260 Golden Ridge Ave I 

Sebastopol, CA 95472 
(707) 8249318 



CULTURE. ECOLOGY + SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITY 
99 Sixth Street, Santa Rosa, California 95410 

i 



. . 

(Narpe: Please Print) 

g o ' f o  W I L C O ~  2&. 
. (Street Address) 

10 p1m 
(Town) 

95Y-7 1 
(Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Q1-lalip 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 

I Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and @form your Board about my correspondence an thjs matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for theBecem6er 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the I~guna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



seleca F)ising . . 

PO Box 727 
Guemevine, CA 95446 
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(~amk: Please Print) 

13% oak J / e u  ecee/e 
(Street Address) 

so& N C R ~  f ~ k  YY@ 
(Town) 

d 
(Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested-parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, " A t  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in  water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

-- 

/ / A  / -&- 
(Date) 
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Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control ~ o s r d  
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

dn-7722 Q-5-f) 
(Name: Please Print) 

Fie' 

/%aec ..SU~/SE'~- 4 
(Street Address) 

YF- 

G I I E R N E V I ~ L & ; C ~ ,  W@ 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

-754F 
October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for-the-December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At-a  public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I ah deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as ~udwigia, which is multiplying at such a pr~digious rate that a very 'controversial chemical 
.eradication program was initiated 'recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mos'quitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





- I 
(Name: Please Print) 

. 

' (Street Address) 

,- ~ & " € s ~ v / L L E  C '  .* 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

i 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division .of Water Quality 

,rn~,; +QG- 7w-1W 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PIJBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment rn 
the .REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me (HI your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6U' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "A t  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l is t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the irfestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

&A< ,&-or 
(Signature) @ate) 





(Name: Please Print) 

2 L7Z( 
(Street 'Address) - 

'(Town) (zij Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER I 

QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, " A t  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence t h a t 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

&a;, 6 0 ~  
( ~ d  Please Print) 

(Street Aildress) 

S d &  Q 5-4 01 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment a~ 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the . .  . Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. 1 do & 
U f 6  b e  &if,&. 
a l s d i h & u e ~ m & ~  e. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants s ~ ~ c h  
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 





(Name: Please Print) 

.(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board" 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna, de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me cm your notification list 
for,,.inteie$ted parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence hn this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
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Daniel H. Morin 
B.0. Eox 249 

Monte Rio, CA 85462-0249 

(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

.(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me cm your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by: exotic plants si~ch 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 



Daniel  orin in 
I P.O. Eox 249 . Monte Rb, CA 95462-0249 



(Name: Please Print) 

233% w- ~9 
(Street Address) 

.(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment c n  
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
hguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

.P 

I I-- ( -&(- 
(Signature) @ate) 
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Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me cin your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





I N  r , V  jr~7~-~/;4c+ 
(Name: Please Print) 

'i 

I 5 ~ L 4 - 3  -#' 
(Street Address) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 

. . 
P. 0. Box 100 

. . 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Deai M;. Wilson: 

October, 2005 

. . 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
ihe REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

-J. 

(Signature) @ate) 





(Name: Please print)' 

(Street Address) 

MoG,na-+ E,,~K 
(Town) (Zip Code) - 

Craig J; Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, C A  95812-0100 

q+qzb' 
October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence ,m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6& meeting as soon as possible. i 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the ides  tation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



Elizabeth C h a p m a n - P e p  
7572 %lair g v e n u e  

qohner t  Tark ,  California 94928 



(Name: Please Print) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

.(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6'h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 



' #201 
636 Gossage Ave. 

Petaluma, CA 94952 
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(Street Address) 
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(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

" Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for thel~ecember 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants svch 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

\.A!!- tho - -3 
(Signature) @ate) 
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(Street Address) 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the 'NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment a~ 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why  is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, fl 
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(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

- .  

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
I?. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence &I this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I ain deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Roia by' exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 .million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections 'of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

k0/3//0 S 
(Signature) 

6 1  

@ate) 





Steven Kriske 
41 1 Studio Cirde, #7 

Sen Mateo, CA Wol 

(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, " A t  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed 1 i s  t 
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
I 



1 + Steven Kriske 
i 411 Studio Circle. #7 

, San Mateo. CA 94401 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for'ititerested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

(date)' 



MARY P. MILTON 
208 A~HBURV AVENVE 
EL CERRITO, CA 94530 



- -  - 
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "A t  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l is t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

4 - 5-2&5 
(Signature) @ate> 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(dl) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6& meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
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'(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

r b u  ~JB?? 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the .REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN' WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I .strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about,my correspondence on this matter.. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
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(Name: Please Print) 

- 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORN1A~~~_tr~g~yYoppdseethTdZli~tin~f7h~ 

=a=- - -- -4 rm@iEGdeSantaROS8f6~ ----.--" -r NitrogeniandiPhospho~s~.~PleasS~p1a~eemmem(H1y~~-n~tification-l is t 
for interested parties,.and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." m ~ i ~ t h ~ n l ~ h ~ i n ~ k ~ l Z e X i n S ~ m m e ~ t b ? E l i E i S t i ~  

/ -- -7- of-Reg~on5l~B~rdaRe~figrSrS~-S~taaRosa-has-inineffecttdeprived many_Sonoma-CoLntytyr~i~~t~~ GC1-- a- ~the.opportun~ty-to-give-first-hmd~acco~t~Of~th1:mmy~gun~-problems;7 Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  h?w many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? _ - - - ---I- -L- --__ - -- 

[I-amamdeeply concemed3b-out-thTiiifG tatiGfT5f - the Laguna de Santa,RosalbbyY~o_tic plan ts_su$-_J . _  _-- - .. - ;+.---------- 

~ a s - ~ u d w i g i a , - w h i c h - i s - m u 1 t i p 1 ~ ~ ~ ~ a t . s u ~  --- - --.-.- --- - - 
eradication-program-was-initiated-recently-at-a-cost-of-$l5-millin.ere-is-evidence-tha t-2 
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~ t h e s e , p l a n t s - p r o v i d e - h a l j i t ~ ~ f o ~  ----.---_-. - d-------l- 
A- 'L.--c,. Cdegradmg@h-habitat! The eradication program IS limited to only the two worst sections of 

the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



Cecilia Smart 
9550 %O vista Rd 
 nil\^, 95436-9506 
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(Town) (Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Fontrol Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve "each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

r\ 



JOY DERRYI 
8346 Park Avenue 

Forestville, CA 95436 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me p your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about ,my co,qespondence ari this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 





G / I . ~  U/: OALCLUAI/ 
'(~arne: Please Print) 

(Street Aadress) 

Gw&#& G5F STYPo#-2*7 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6'h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I m deeplyconcerned about the infestatior. of the Lagma dr Smtz Rosa b i  exotic p1ix.t~ suo5 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated 'recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, \ 





LYNN N S w r o ~  

(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6* meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l is t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
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(Name: please Print) 

(Street Address) 

Po RES rvl 
(Town) 

UE?# 9H36 
(zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FBDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
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d~ T e f f w t t t ~ A  
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

+ W ~ I L C ~  C A  qtj+% 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of-Water Quality 
State Water Resources control Board 
I?. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the L a p a  for nutrients. 





Arline Jones 
(Name: Please Print) 

15435 B1~rkha$er C t l  
(Street Address) 

GUernevi I Ie (754 YLJ 
.(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for publ i~  comment a-~ 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m yow notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the L a w  de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

'71-2 45 - - 
(Signature) @ate) 





Nd/&t- & u n i ~ c  
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your.Board about my correspondence ch this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 



Mr. Walter Brutlick 
PO Box 80 
Jzm~er, CA 95450 
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(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 

- -Civ-biGn rif ' f ln t~ ; -  sa:i;j- - * 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment a-t 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, " A t  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 



F ~ U W i t c r  , , 

. 229 Gilbert Dr. 
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-4746 
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5AT.c WY&L qY96\ . (Town) (Zip Code) 'r 

L.f.l....midnnt~i - - b u n + ]  Octo er, 2005 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am dbeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

11/5/05. 
(Signature) @ate) 
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(Name: Please Print) 

--  -- 

' (Street Address) 

(Town) I (Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna cle Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence t ha t 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
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DON CARMAN CONSTRUCTION 
Lic. # 332483 

10641 Canyon Road 
Forestville, CA 95436 

(Name: Please 'Print) 

(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
~ ; ~ ~ ~ i ~ ~ ,  of TA r v 7 z ~ 2 r  b Qialipy 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO'FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform  our Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
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hw? fi$&d& 
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

% <  /A 
(Town) 

9Jf7L 
(Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN. WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6* meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

(Signature) 1 / Pate)  
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C FL &shER 
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment a-t 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen1 and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the'December 6" meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
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- & ~ W W ~ L L ~  ,C A- 4Sffb 
(Town) I . . (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment (TI 

the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me rn your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



I 
GARY SERGlANNl 

P.O. BOX 1329 
GUERNEVILLE. CA 95446 
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(Name: Please Print) 
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(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit b 

. .- Division-af-Wa ter Q1.1ali.i-y _ - - +- o 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible. 

' 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 





(Name: Please Print) 
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(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list 
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 

. - Division of Water Quality- 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me csn your notification list 
for. interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
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r Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Ms. Terry Matsik 
P.O. Box 159 
Monte Rio, CA 95462-01 59 

Mr Ciary Oetchell 
 PO^ Box 1'59 
Monte Rio, CA 95462 n;Wv (Zip %Ode) - 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
L a p a  de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6* meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed 1 i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I m deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

7 ~ W A ,  
(Signature) 
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Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Wcitcr Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6'h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program 'is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

b o d ,  5 cLoo33 
(Signature) @ate) 





Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

-5 ,&E~"ILZ 
(Name: Please Print) 

&&DW~OD POW 
(Street Address) 

- .  I 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me cm your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence cm this matt 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6* meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level? understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water .Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

lam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants- 
as Ludwi ia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
era ication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that + 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreadhg West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections .of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the s i t u a t i o n m a g e t  much worse./ I 

&! I f  , 
Thank you for your consideration. Rlease do not delist the Laguna for nutnents. 





.(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality ,. + 

State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Sar~ta Rusa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



1 MOTORCYCLE HALL OF FAME MUSEUM SUPPORTER 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 

. Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment rn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa lRosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence tha t  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

t s-L I \  b l o 5  
(Signature) D m  ' 





(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





- 
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street-Address) 

(Town) 
d ,CAt966q5 

(Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 





Bruce. St. ~ o f k  M&r 
P.O. Box 508 

Monte Rio, C A  95462 
707-865-0910 

(Name: Please Print) 

B w  St. J o h  Mafut 
P.O. Box 508 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
-for-interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West 'Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you,for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerelv, 



6 
Bruce S. Maher 

0 
PO Box 508 
Monte Rio CA 95462-0508 



- - . - - - . - - . . - 
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) t 

Luooa 
(Town) 

95ctYz 
(Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification lis t 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

I ' \ I -5-05 
. .. , 

(Signature) J 
, . 

' @ate) 
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R-AY L., L ~ , R  (r,~ -. 15 ! 
(Name: Please Print) 

7 17 Bo-OGGA ALE P- (/ 
(Street Address) 

S E ~ ~ r o P o L  C& 951c72 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification 1 is t 
for interested parties, and inform yow..Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
. , 

. .. , . .. n AJW 1, \d , .,. . 
/- . . . . .  

(Signature) (5 @ate) 
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(Name: Please Pcnt) 

k Barbara J. Russell 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment rn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of  the m a 4  Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication progam is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

n 



a?r . . - - 

. b /iTv\'\ - 
Barbara J. Russell /, .<\ (-1 -\ 

+ 16559 Neeley Rd. 
Guerneville, CA 95446 I"- " ' ' .. ' 
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, . 



(Name: Please Print) 

/7/4g L!zldd/& .& l 
(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I ,strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me rn your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also'ike to.heceive the notice for the ~ecember 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, " A t  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

. . 

. . . . /I-. pd < 
(Signature) . . . ,  , (Date) 





\I HEEN= 
e: Please ,Print) 

\oa= ScEd\c DR. 
(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Divisicn ~f Ws;tcr Qucility - - -- 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems: Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

lam deeply concerned about the infestation of the Lagma de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plultr, ssch 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 



April Hcemer 
10257 Scenic Dr. 

Forestville, CA 95436 
- 
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(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

-/nOSo; CU- Y ?j- L\ Wq. 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, .and inform your Board about my correspondence.on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to b o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the La- de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

J ~ I  106 (05- 
(Signature) @ate) 



Fls. Patricia Sherman a 



(Name: Please ,Print) 

(Street Address) 

~ o W /  ,CA %@L 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
L a p a  de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, I 

(Signature) ' (Date) 



hk. and Mrs. Drew L. Robarta 
5678 Margarido Drive 
Oakland, CA 94618 



CL)lerzMEb- & B B  
(Name: Please Print) 

G l r s s - t d , u ?  qsq. 3 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of -Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developirig California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeplyconcerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



nrNatun@ ~W>TE D. Gibb . . 
Conservancy 8690 Trenton Rd. 

1 -- - - 
- - ,.-- 

Forestville. CA 95436 
I 



(Name: Please Print) 

Adlantis Advertising 
~SWeWwd Dr. Ste. 
' Morgan Hill, !CA 95037 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people +I Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 



i 

1 
I Adlantis Advertising 
II 18325 Crystal Dr. Ste. 0 
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(Street Address) 
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(Town) (Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water ~ e s o u r c e s  Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence cxl this matter. I would 
also like to receive h e  notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is. the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wdson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed 1 i s  t 
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of. the Laguna-de.Santa .~osa_bi-exotic plants-s~~ch-- . 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 



Mr Bruce Stephen 
326 Twtn Lakm Dr 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Divisioi~ of Water Qualily 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 9583 2-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6'h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body 1 fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in S h t a  Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many L a p a  problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the- infestatiorl of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
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(Town) (Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit, 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC W O R K S H O ~ ~  and request for public comment m 
the .REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER .ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence un this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutiients. 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6b meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quali.ty 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 
- .  - - 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as'documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to b o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
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Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resoprces Control Board 
P. 0 .  Bos 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public 
comment on the REVISION to the FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) 
LIST OF WATER QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly 
oppose the delisting of the Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen arid Phosphorus. Please 
place me on your notification list for interested parties, and inform your Board about m 
correspondence on this matter. I would also like to receive the notice for the December 6 X, 
meeting as soon as possible. 

I t  is apparent to anyone who has looked at the Laguna that it is impacted with an over 
abundance of nutrients that would mostly come from agriculture run-off or wastewater 
treatment plants. The fact that your stated reason for delisting (that there is not sufficient 
data) is'simply a case of sidestepping the issue. You need to direct your agency to test the 
Laguna and compare these tests with other independent monitoring data taken there (such as 
at CCWI in Sebastopol). . 
The infestation of Ludwigia is a strong indication of nutrient load, such as with an 
abundance of nitrogen andlor phosphorus. Over a million dollars was budgeted to rid areas 
of the Laguna of this plant, mainly due to a possible outbreak of Nlles virus carried by a 
mosquito that resides within the plant. 

Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

rry Hanson 
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Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me (m your notification list 
for. interested parties, and inform your Board about-my corresporldence on this matter. i would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

sincerely, 



BU STELO'S Bacl<vard 
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Craig J. 'W&on, Chief I I 

Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality t I 

State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CCEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. rongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about mv corrgipondence m this matter. I would - 
also llKe to receive the notice for the December 6'h meeting as soon as possible. - - 
My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearihg, taking place in sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many ~ag-una problkms. ~urthermoie, I would 
like to know how many people ih Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? . 
I am deeply con- the infestation of the L a m a  de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multivlvincr - at such a prodifious rate that a very controversial chemical . . 

2radication promam was initiated recently at a cost of $'l.fi There IS evidence thda t 
these plants provide habitat for,mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation rould'get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, - 
I M a t e l  



Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 

1 Division of Water Quality ' State Water Resources Control Board I 
P. 0. Bbx 100 I Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 I - -- - I 
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Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment rn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, " A t  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in  water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on ithis issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the La- de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
I 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wdson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems., Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
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qn - (Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

(Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment rn 
the .REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
L a p a ,  de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place, me oq yow notification list 
for inteiested parties,..and- inform your Board about -my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6* meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

(Signature) 
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- (Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the AWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma C o ~ t y  received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 



Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

/M1\3E74 @/LWd#r"4 
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address9 

5-4 l-34- 7%" 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me un your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

(siflture) . (Date) 



M e , T ~ a a v  WALLING 
(Name: Please ~ d n t )  

X X C i  L L l R A 9 d  r a , d ~ #  
(Street Address) 

S~td RAFAGL 9 4 ~ 0 3  
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr.. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned ahout the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



(Name: Please Pknt) 

(Street Address) 
I 1' 

, I  

(ToNn) (Zip code) 

August, 2005 
Catherine Kuhlman: Executive Officer - a 

North Coast Regional Water Quality ~ontrol~da 'rd - - - -"- - 
5550 Skylane Blvd. Ste. A I 

Santa Rosa, CA 95403 

Dear Ms. Kuhlman: 

I am a supporter of Russian River Watershed Protection Committee and an advocate of 
strong water quality measures, especially for the Russian River. I ,urge you to carefully 
consider my views on the two issues below and convey my concerns directly to your 
Board. Also, please put me on your mailing list to receive future notices on these issues. 

First, I urge you and the Regional Board to NOT support a chahge in the Basin Plan to 
'allow incidental irrigation runoff. While I support appropriate agricultural and large 
landscape irrigation, which can be effectively regulated, I am particularly concerned that 
incremental runoff from small residential parcels will cause hugk cumulative impacts 
during summer low flow conditions. 

I am concerned about health impacts to those of us who enjoy recreating in the lower 
Russian River, both from direct contact with possible pathogens, as well as contact with 
disease causing mosquitoes that feed on the exotic plants growing rampantly in nutrient 
rich conditions. I fear that both the chemicals remaining in the wastewater after 
treatment, and the chemicals and nutrients washed from the land into the waterways 
through runoff, will be harmful to my family, my friends, and myself. I urge you to leave 
the summer discharge prohibition in the Basin Plan as it exists now. 

Secondly, I urge you and the Board to not turn the Russian River County Sanitation 
District into a regional system serving Occidental, Camp Meeker, and Monte Rio, as well 
as hundreds of other parcels on septic in and near the flood plain. The system does not 
function properly in high flow conditions and the costs of bringing it into compliance at 
all times will be prohibitive. We much prefer local land based community septic systems 
and septic management districts. Thank you for your consideration. 

. . 
Sincerely, 

(Signature) I 1 U'f, f i @at$ 
I 



(Name: Please Print) 
/ 

(Street Address) 

(Town) 
4332- 
(Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division o i  Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment rn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for-Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

i am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at'such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 



-/C/e3+%74 hL%??r4 
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

5a,q-& a?s4- C 4 .  
.(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water,Quality Assessment Unit 

-... . Division._sf, .Water ..Qua.b&,.. .. .:... ... . . . . .. .., -.+., ... 4 a ,I 

State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 . I , ,  e 

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 
8 ,  

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place m;e on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform ybur Board about my correspondence &I this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the,December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shnll consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effdct deprived many sonoma County residents 
p e  opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems., Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants s~lch 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated {recently at a cost of $1.5 million. q e r e  is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nu&ents. 

Sincerely, I 



M , ~ . T E R ~ v  W A A L I N G  
(Name: Please ~ d n t )  

2aCi eL. PRAgo  Ad&- 
(Street Address) 

SW RAGA-OL %4q (33 
.(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 

- _ Diuisionof -Wter-Quality- --- --- . . -- - - - - . - - .  
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment rn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I .strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus.' Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your.Board about .my co.nespondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQGB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

1 am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. -. 
Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



$J& m. \ q3aprz 
'(Town) (Zip Code) 

I 

Craig I. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of WaterQuality - - - - - --- - - 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

- . -- ,. . . - .. -. - .. - - - - . . . - - - .-. . 

. , . . 
Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMlTED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppos~ the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for-Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place melm your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6'h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level., I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is, the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

1 am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very kontroversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 



-3mkt O E  
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

.(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality - .  - - - - -.- 

State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment (II 
the .REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I, strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for' Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
alsolike to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance nofice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 



(Name': Please P h t )  
, / -  

I 

(Street Address) 

( ~ o ~ n )  (Zip code) ' 

August, 2005 
.-. - . . . Cathgim~K-.. E~ecutive Officer ' I, I 

North Coast Regional q t e r ~ u a ; i v  ~ o n & l  Board-' 
-- . - . . . . . . . - 

'. . 5550 Skylane Blvd. Ste. A. 
Santa, Rosa, CA 95403 

I 
Dear Ms. Kuhlman: I s  

I am a supporter of Russian River Watershed Protection Committee and an advocate of 
strong water quality measures, especially for the Russian River. I urge you to carefully 
consider my views on the two issues below and convey my concerns directly to your 
Board. Also, please put me on your mailing list to receive future notices on these issues. . 
First, I urge you and the Region$ Board to NOT support a change in the Basin Plan to 
allow incidental irrigation runoff. While I support appropriate agricultural and large 
landscape irrigation, which can be effectively regulated, I am particularly concerned that 
incremental runoff from small residential parcels will cause huge cumulative impacts 
during swnmer low flow conditions. 

I am concerned about health impacts to those of us who enjoy recreating in the lower 
Russian River, both from direct contact with possible pathogens, as well as contact with 
disease causing mos uitoes thatlfeed on the exotic plants growing'rampantly in nutrient 
rich conditions. I 9 ear that both the chemicals remaining in the wastewater after 
treatment, and the chemicals and nutrients washed from the land into the waterways 
through runoff, will be harmful to my family, my friends, and myself. I urge you to leave 
the summer discharge prohibition in the Basin Plan as it exists now. 

Secondly, I urge you and the Board to not turn the Russian River County Sanitation 
District into a regional system serving Occidental, Camp Meeker, and Monte Rio, as well 
as hundreds of other parcels oniseptic in and near the flood plain! The system does not 
function properly in high flow conditions and the costs of bringing it into compliance at  
all times will be prohibitive. We much prefer local land based community septic systems 
and septic management districts. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 



(Name: Please Print) 

/ ~ ~ ~ ~ J " W & ? ' E ~ G / R T C X  f l  kfl 
(Street Address) 

kb~ / i t  YF V I L * ~  9 C4$6' 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 , 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comnerlt cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance .notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many.Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonorna County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

//, -26-0s 
(Signature) @ate) 





I . '  1;l~~ 

i 

/5@5' %$dB. 
(Street Address) 

I 

(Town) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Div is i~n  of water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Sant wa  for Nitroxen ~ h o s p h o r u s .  Please place me an your notification list 
for iiiterested parti&, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6* meethgras &on as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence t ha t 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank ou for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 4 
Sincerely, 





/=> d i c ~ a e  i ~ / u w r c  io+w 
(Name: Please Print) 

7 ' 0 .  1 3 0 ~  47 
(Street Address) 

CQ cir/nc llc , CA ~ C ~ Y L  
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list for 
interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would also 
like to receive the notice for the December 6th meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing'Californials Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 6.2, 
require's, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list change as 
documented i n  water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public comment shall be 
provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination of Regional Board 
hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents the opportunity to 
give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would like to know how 
many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the Sacramento hearing in 
December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de ~ a n t a  Rosa by exotic plants such as 
Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such' a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that these 
plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. ,The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of the 
infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



*".+ ylh yE 
Nature 
@nservanLye Guerneville, C?I 95446 

W 
26 O C T  



Ir PA- t 

(Name: Please Print) 
LC- - 

I tf.T3,4 el d o 0  
(Street Address) 

He PA 
(Town) 

%U4/ 
(Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, " A t  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on h i s  issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 





~ ~ q l e e  a b . \ d  

Name: Please Print) 

(Street Ad&ess) 

cge,vqed///e d q~+% 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonorna County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





ROBERT ? C L k E A  &/- f -L.~/&~./- l  
(Name: Please Print) ma ( L ~ A L G  m-0 5 

'R 1 d /V / D O  . c A 9kr7/ 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

/ 4 7 I r 6  C R ~ Y O A I  4 
(Street Address) 

October, 2005 

33 W & K ~ & ) G L ~  

D,+LY ~ ~ T Y ~ c A  

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, " A t  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

w 10 / ~ Y / O S  

'/?&/.4-- / U / ' ~ P A  - 
(Signature) @ate> 



Mr. Robert F. Ahlbach 
33 Wakefield Ave. 
Daly City, CA 940 1 5 



=w&I f Z ~ , . + e  
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nueents. 

(Signature) @ate> 



- ...... - - , . - - -  -- -.- 
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,I - -4 - Susan kchter 
: P.0 .  Box 9466 

' Santa Rosa, CA 95405 
% .  -- --- -__ . .. 



(Name: Please Print) 

5(0/ M c F A Q C M e  &A- 
(Street Address) 

SzB~-spopsc . 45472 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

 ear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment (1.1 

the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I ,strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 

. . 
for interested parties, - and ,, . . - .. info? .. - .. . , . your Board-about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to"~~ceive"the'notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 

1 

the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

,, 5 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
. . 

" Sincerely, 



Mr Martin Scherer 
5101 McFarland Rd 
Sebastupol, CA 9.54725712 - . ... I 



Victoria Wikle 
21905 Russian River Avenue 

P.O. Box 151 
Villa Grande, CA 95486 

(707) 865-24 74 
< Victoria Wikle@usa.net> 

Oct. 26,2005 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 958 12-01 00 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

Regarding: NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF 
WATER QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. 

I recommend that exotic invasive species be included in the listing for segments of the 
Russian River Watershed, specifically Ludwigia be added to the list for the Laguna de 
Santa Rosa and the main stem. The Ludwigia problem is growing downstream in the 
main stem of the river as well. Each year new patches form. Each year the patches grow, 
This must be done to stop the river fiom choking on Ludwigia. 

Arundo donax, an amazing 30 foot tall grass and fire hazard, is increasingly evident up 
and down the river. Also there is a huge problem with Pepperweed in the upper 
watershed. Something bad has happened to the chemistry of the water so that it now 
encourages growth of various noxious weeds. 

The river is the recipient of huge amounts of treated wastewater. This must be stopped 
because nutrients in wastewater contribute to the problems. Places in the watershed have 
concentrations of nitrogen and phosphorus that are contributing to the noxious weed 
problems. I recommend that you continue to list the river and its tributaries for nitrogen 
and phosphorus. We are losing our native plants and habitats for wildlife because of 
conversion to weeds. 

Please forward my letter and concerns to the appropriate people and keep me informed 
about this issue. 

Yours truly, /Ad & 4 !  



i Victoria Wikle 
PO Box131 

Villa Grande, Calfornia 95486 



October 2005 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0 .  Box 100 

I 

Sacramento, CA 9581 2-01 00 , I 

,Dear Mr. Wilson: I 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public 
comment on the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST 
OF WATER QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA: I strongly oppose the 
delisting of the Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me 
on your notification list for interested parties, and inform your Board about my 
correspondence on this matter. I would also like to receive the notice for the December 
6'h meeting as soon as possible. , 
My first concern is related to the, lack of public process at the local level. I understand 
that the Water Control Policy for Developing California's ~ ~ d a n  Water Act Section 
303(d) List, Section 6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RYQCB shall consider and 
approve each proposed list change as documented in water bogy fact sheet. Advance 
notice and opportunity for public'comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing 
taking place in Sacramento? Elimination of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa 
has, in effect, deprived many sonoma County residents the opportunity to give first 
hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would like to know how 
many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the Sacramento 
hearing in December concerning this issue. How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about ttie infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic 
plants such as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very 
controversial chemical eradication program was initiated recently, at a cost of $1.5 
million. There is evidence that these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be 
spreading West Nile virus, as well as degrading fish habitat. The eradication program 
is limited to only the two worst sections of the infestation, and'if nutrients continue to be 
discharged, the situation could get much worse. 
Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

&L 4 . 7 h  
... . 

) I  October 28,2005 
f 

David A. Minium 
964 ~vergreen CT I - 

- l t  q '  I 1 :  I 

Sebastopol, CA 95472 



1 

j David T i u r n  
f 964 Evergreen CT - 
1 , .  ~ebastoel,  CA 95472-4527 - .- - .- - - 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P.O. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 9581 2-01 00 



' (Name: Please Print) 

17GY7 hl-ee ( ~4 
(Street Address) 

\ 

(Town) (Zip code) 
I sJ--v2 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality R ,,, 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 





(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and.Phosphorus. Please place me your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

(Signature) 
\ 
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~ O G W  I ,  kabg. 
(Name: Please Print) 

b l l n ~ ~ ~ ~ g q  166%~ F E n h  krly 
(Street Address) 

G WPN fi bl CLI; 9 5 (lv 6 - 9 3 Z G  
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality , 

State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

2 5 OcT 2@S- 

(Signature) @ate> 





MA /a/ c* )/ ~ ~ 7 " f / . Z & F o  f i  b 
(Name: ~ l 6 a s e  P h t )  

f f3  
(Street Address) 

4 : k e q e d / / / e A  CH 4 ~ 9 d  
(Town) ' (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality- . - . - .  

State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6& meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. i)lease.do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

/@-w?5'-oSC 
(Signature) J @ate) 
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Kevin Garry 
15896 Wright Dr. 
Guernevillo, CA 954463 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 

of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OE PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and .Phosphorus. Please place me (HI your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about,my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6'h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

! zn deeply conccLmcd about the iiiccstaMon of the Laguna de Santa Rosd by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 1 





&LL/*N (\LGLSoh/ 
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) C W ~ \ \ S ~ ~  ~b-f ;  (F?(J*90% 171 

p ~ u w n ;  n ) o  c* qt"l6.r- 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the- NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSIlOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6& meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your considerati~n. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

I  OPE/^ J 
(Signature) @ate> 
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Mr. Allall Nrlsoll 

i P.O. Box 1 75 
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(Town) / (Zip Code) 

6 
October, 2005 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

.- . - Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants scch 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, A 





-3340 1 h . d  l%d-- 
(Street Address) 

(Zip code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me rn your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

M~ first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

, 
(Signature) 





October 27,2005 
I 

Mr. craig J. Wilson, Chef 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water. Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

1 am responding to the NOTICE-OF PUBLIC VVORKSHOPS and request for public comment 
on the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the de-listing of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus nutrients. Please place me on your 
notification list for interested parees, and inform your Board about my correspondence on 
this matter. 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants 
such as Ludwigra, whch is multiplying so fast that environmental protections are being cast 
aside for a,very controversial chemical eradication program, at a cost of $1.5 million, without 
preliminary studies of the possible impacts on fish and other sensitive wildlife species. There 

, is evidence that these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile 
virus, as well as degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two 
worst sections of the infestation, but if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could 
get much worse. 

I understand that the only hearing for public input on tlus issue is in Sacramento, even 
though the people most affected are in Sonoma County. I feel that eliminating a Regonal 
Board hearing in Santa Rosa deprives many Sonoma County residents of an opportunity to 
give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. 1 know people who were overcome 
by immense discharges from dairies this past summer, when monitoring the first Luwidgia 
spraying. 

Thank you for your consideration. I would like to receive the notice for the December 6th 
meeting as soon as possible. Please do not de-list the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

1 - . .., r : .  
Jane E. Nielson, Ph.D. I .  

37271 Burnside Road , ' I 

Sebastopol, CA 95472 t o  

p h o ~ ~ :  (707) 829.9593; FAX: (707) 829.9591 



Mr. Craig J. Wilson, Chef 
Water Quality Assessment Ux-iit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
-P. 0. Box 100- - 

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100. 



(Name: Please Print) 

\.+377 S a m w ~ ~ d  
(Street Address) 

G U ~ R C ~ ~ ~ I L L E .  95Lt.4b 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me un your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence ah this matter. I would 
also like'to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

I : 

10.27- 05 
(Signature) @ate> 



Tom Anderson 
14477 Southern Avenue 
Guerneville, CA 95446 



(Name: Please Print) 

I g  ( f .  / k ? s 9  
(Street Address) 

F r y  YL 
U (Town) I (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment (II 
the .REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Lagunal de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphoru+, Please place .me on your notification list 
for interested parties, &d i . f ~ r m ' ~ o u r  Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the'December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



GUERNEVILLE VETERINARY CLINIC 
Edward Schwartzman, V.M.D. 

P. 0. Box 141 7 Guemeville, CA 95446 
! 



.&S&7 .G. " 
(Name: Please Print) 

Q ~ a a  
(Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 

-Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

. . 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me cm your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public'%earing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by' exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Robert E. Goodwin  MA/&,^^ 
2465 Hallmark Drive 

Belrnont, CA 94002-2907 A a d ~ g d ~  



Robert E Goodwin 
2465 Hallmark Drive 

1 Ec:-??nt, CA 94002-2907 



Beth Martinez 

- 3329 Claremont Ct 

Santa Rosa 

95405 

Craig J. Wilson, Chef 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quahty . 

State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100' , 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMlTED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
foi. interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
dso like to receive the notice for the December 6t meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water A d  Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2 requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list 
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonorna County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants mch 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

October, 2005 



Beth Martinez 
k? 

I 

- 3329 'Claremont Ct 

- Santa Rosa 

8 t 

95405 

I 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit i 
Division of Water Quahty 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P., 0. BOX 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment &I 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMIT?ED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. 1 would 
also like to receive the notice for the ~ecember 6t m e h g  as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, t$e RWQCB shall consider and appfiove each proposed list 
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opporhnity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many ~ o i o m a  County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publiazed here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nupients. 
I ' 



i MARTINEZ 
i 
i BROOKSIDE EAST APARTMENTS 

3329 CLAREMONT COURT 
I 
I 

SANTA ROSA, CA 95405 

i 
22 OCT 



Joyce L. Bowen 
5555 Montgomery Drive, C-207 
Santa Rosa, CA 95409 
October 23,2@5 ,, 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit ; 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources~Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 ' 

Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 

th also like to receive the notice for th6 December 6 meeting as soon as possible. 
I 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, W o n  
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list change as 
documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public comment shall be 
prm'ded." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination of Regional Board 
hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents the opportunity 
to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would like to know 
how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the Sacramento hearing 
in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a vdri controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that these 
plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of the 
infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not del'ist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

6 10-23 - a s  
I (Date) 



. , Zl .E  

1 ,  
j 5555 Montgomery Dr.,C-207 
* i . Santa Rosa, CA 95409 _- -- 
, . .... - 4- 

4 - 1 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 

1 Division of Water Quality 
i State Water Resources Control Board 
I P. 0. BOX 100 I 
I Sacramento, CA 9581 2-01 00 



James T. Burke 
Burke Real Estate 

617 Mooterev Blvd. 

(Name: Please Pi-int) 

(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6'h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to' know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





. . 
(Name: Please Print) 

6 j , ~ ~ q ~ u d k ! ~  QYW6 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Di~isicn cf Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

October, 2005 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence &-I this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, " A t  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I m deepljr cmcemd about thc infestation of the hguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 





(Name: Please ,Print) 

- 

(Street Address) 

- 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control ~ o a r d  
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list for 
interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would also 

, like to receive the notice for the December 6th meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 6.2, 
requires, " A t  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list change as 
documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public comment shall be 
provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination of Regional Board 
hearings in Santa Rosa has in effectldeprived many Sonoma County residents the opportunity to 
give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would like to know how 
many people-in Sonoma Co~inty received the Public Notice about the Sacramento hearing in 
December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such as 
Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that these 
plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of the 
infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 





- 9  (~ -AUW!  
(Name: Please Print) 

bb7S L/iurah '-s 

(Street Address) 0 
b, 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Divisiorl of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF' PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen, and Phosphorus,. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested 3artie;; and inform your Board about my co.nespondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



. - . . A .  - --. - -  . 

--- 

f THE OCEAN CONSERVANCY 
ADVOCATES F O R  WILD. HEALTHY O C E A N S  : 

Diane Galiardi 
10675 Canyon Rd 
Forestville CA 95436-9214 



Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 , 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 3 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB. shall consider and approve~',each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many L a m a  problems. Furthermore, I would 
like, to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

1 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence tha t  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



RIO C R A H D E  U S A  37 
m 

Craig J. G&m, aef ? 

Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water ~ u d t y  
state water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 - 



'L b 5ba-4- z-7?.Aq,4@ .Q 

(Name: Please Print) 

( 5 - Y -  L d ' l ) D - , , &  2 A  
(Street Address) 

X.S. [ \ j&d~ W Qq541 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF :PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request ,for public comment a~ 
the - REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and irIf011-1 your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. . . 

Sincerely, 

t 7 / % . n / - S  
(Signature) ' @ate) 
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t "avrinek, ~ n e ,  ~ a y  II to., LLP 
I Cert i f ied Public Accountants & Consultants 



G R ~ H ~ ~  ' &va- 
(Name: Please Print) ' 

\SZOB Chhqm &'I r 
(Street ~ d d r e s s ) ~  

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
l?. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the -- - 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation cf the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

(signature) @ate) 





Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

/YO. Ar / 
(Street Address) 

73 Y 

'(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Ros'a by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 







E1.1eEa M A b Y  
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) / 

$ h ? M f t ~  /?OSGC, # 
(Town) 

4sy03 
(Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and idorm your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, " A t  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in  water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





A i ~ k d  floJ-ff i4t 
(Name: Please Print) 

(Town) (Zip ~ovde) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division nf Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delis ting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and-inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list 
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
. . Sincerely, 

(Signature) @ate> 



blr. ~licllael Hurlnett 
77 Homestend Clod 
M11l Valley, CA 94941 
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CH//J h u 1kA Y 
(Name: Please Print) 

P.3- Rod d2C-  
(Street Address) 

FoeEfll//c~i~ c??, !%&<A 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE-OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS -atd request for public comment U-I ' 

the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please p l a c v  . .  . 

inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

~///ba 
(Signature) ' '@ate> 





%~-OCL< L dy~mArZce~ 
(Name: Please Print) 

Y$S ~ ~ ( R ~ ~ C ~ M W L " ; - O C /  &t- 
(Street Address) 

mccC ukcw - A ?we( 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment a-i 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence urt this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

[ ( - 2 3 - 0  
(Signature) @ate> 
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445 Throckmo~n Ave. 
Mill Valley, CA 94941 



G W  L -  1 3 ~ u b d  
(Name: Please Print) 

17- @~T%@s c u d 6  
(Street Address) 

B M L W ,  c& 
(Town) 

m 6 l p  
(Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Qilality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and info& your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6'h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestalion of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



GaryL.Dougan 
17 Captains Cv 
Oakland, CA 946 18 
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 CECIL^ A .  ' D U M  45 
(Name: Please Print) 

15-483 RIVEI~SIDE DR.  
(Street Address) 

G 1),5Rm& v / L ~ ,  C A  95446 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Di-.r...ision of water  Q~~di!y 
State Water Resources Control Board 
I?. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the .REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppdsb the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen'and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. . I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6'h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





X p i  ~ $ r k e t  
(Name: Please Print) 

82 c/ 5*..17 C b C  &.if3 
(Street 'Address) 

(Town) (Zip code) -- -- 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water @ality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LlST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me CYI your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my compondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, " A t  a public hearing, the RWQCB shnll consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change ns documented in water body fnct sheet. Adztnnce notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, 1 would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence tha t  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well a s  
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delis1 the Laguna for nutrients. 

(Date) 



- 7 0  AN-rJ 
(Street Address) 

(Town) f (Zipcode) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me cn your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence cn this matter. 1 would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. 1 understand that the  
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comn~cnt shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa hy exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying, at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence tha t  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. ,Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

(Signature) @ate) 



7 Rpj=, H 1 1 JONES 
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/PAL- DR- D 
(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Qta1it-y 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me cm your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6~ meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change ns documented in wnter body fnct sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, 1 would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Lagrna de Santa Rosa hy exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





.ha- 3-1 /t2d / 

(Name: Please Print) 

(Street A'ddress) 

(Town) 
k 9~&6 

(zi$ cod&) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me pn your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the ~ecember 6& meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. mere is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreadihg West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

(Signature) 
h,w am5' 

@ate> 
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(Name: Please Print) I 

/V7@< du5 */ 
(Street Address) J 

A w e r  
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
n. -.-- - c  T 7 vivia;vlt vr r$ ater'@d.ity-- - ' . 

State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE 'OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn  
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

/ / * / 2 - 0  I 
(Date) 
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(Name: Please Print) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality - - 

State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

10-s 4 4 - t @ d  
(Street Address) 
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flown) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATBR ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me cm your notification list 
for interested parties, and infonn your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity #r public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonorna County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquit?es, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

(Signature) 
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Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division oi Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

October, 2005 

- - .  

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6& meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

(Signature) 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I .strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, " A t  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed 1 i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson; Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment <n 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the'December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like, to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
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Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and requdt for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppbse the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence' m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6'" meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Develop9g California's Clean Water Act Sdtion '303(d) List, Section 
'6.2, requires,.:'At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall- consider and apcrove '-each proposed 1 ist 
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why isi the only hearing taking place in Saframento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma Cohty received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this Issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa R d a  by exotic plants,euch 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prod!@ou~ rate that a very ,co$oyersial chemdcal 
eradication program was initiated Irecently at a' gost o! $1.5 milliohi -Thep is evidence tha t  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading fiest Nile ,yips, as welI,~ss 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication progkun is limited to only the do worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, , 



Lid&, ZQP/Ye 
(Name: Please Print) 
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October, 2005 
Craig J, Wilson, Chief , , 

Water Quality Assessment Unit, , 1 

I 
, .  . .... rJ)ivision of Water QuaLily .- .' -. . .-.. ... . . .  .... .' -- ,. , . - ,-  

State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 
Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FIOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus, Please place me d your notification list 
for interested parties and inform YUT Board about my conespondence & this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concen is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list 
change as documented in water body fact sheet, Advance notice and opportunity fur public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many h g m a  problems: Furthermore. I would 
like to know how many people j f ~  Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this Issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a v e 4  controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nil'e virus, as weli as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. $lease do not delist the Laguna for nu,trients. 

Sincerely, 
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I , , ' October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit I 

- -  -- - *  -...-- - Division-of- Water Quality-- -- 
State Water Resouaces Control Board ,, I I 

P,. 0. BOX 100 I ' $ 1  

Sacran~ento, CA 95812-0100 I 

Dear Mr, Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF ]PUBLIC WORKSHOPS aqd request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST 01: WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFOIWIA. I strongly oppose the delis ting of the 
l!aguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen land Phosphord. , Please place me, $i your notification list 
fbr interested parties, ahd inform your Bdard about my correspondence 4 this matter. 1 would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6" meeting as soon as possible. 

I I 

My first concern is related to the l a d  of public process at the 'local level. I~ddedersta~d that the  
Water Control Policy for Developing California's ~lh Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the R WQCD shall consider bnd a p p ~ d v e  each proposed l i s t  
change ns documented in water body fact sheer. Advance notice and 1 oppmtuttity for public 
car?intent sizall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elirnirlation 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa !Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many L a p a  problems. 1 Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma Comity received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December onithis issue? How was your mcetingjpublicized here? 

I am deeply concerned 'about the infistation of the hguna de Santa R&+ by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at s~lch a prodigiobs rate that a very cdntroversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at n colt of $1.5 million. ~ h k r e  is evidence that 
these: plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West,Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients conhue  to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutribnts. 
1 

Sincerely, 



Raso~e  
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

Villa &an& 
.(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear - Mr._Wilson: - 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed 1 i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
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(Name: Please Print) ' 

(Street Address) 

Aoflk R b  95YbZ 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, C A  95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am. responding-to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa.Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

1,am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 

.eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 .million. ,There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreadhg West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 
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Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water 'Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 958 12-01 00 

November 3oth, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. l would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6th meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list 
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination of 
Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand acco'unts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 
Please respond with the facts and figures: in Sonoma County, how many people were directly 
notified, how many environmental groups were contacted, what newspapers carried the notice? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such aprodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that these 
plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of the 
infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

The high levels of nitrogen and phosphorus in the Laguna de Santa Rosa are a serious 
environmental problem that require rigorous monitoring, and those of us living near this wetland 
are extremely upset at your shortsighted proposal to delist it. 

Sincerely, 

h+, \ 

me& W.4Ju, 1- 
Dee Cope, 
1333 Enos Avenue. 

/ 
Sebastopol, CA 95472. 
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3 
October, 2005 

Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the liEVISlON TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 
,., 



Ms. Susan Kennedy 
POBoxlO8 
Dmica~ls Mills CA95430 



Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

(Name: Please Print) 

ANNE P. TELLER 
14805 SONOMA HWY 

(Stre * 21g 
G L E l ? p g ? &  is442 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





(Name: Please Print) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of \A?ater Quality ., 

State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public. hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination . , 

of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

(Signature) 



(Name: Please Print) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the .REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

(Signature) 





~ E J E  M A R ~ G A ~ M Z ~  
(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

(Town) ' . (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quxikty . -_ - , - . - 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

sincerely, 



PO Box 428 
Occidental, CA 95465 

a Printed on Recycled Paper 
Address Service Requested 



THOMAS YARISH 
LAW E. C A M P B U  
23 N,ELSON AVENUE 

MILL VALLEY. CA 9494 1 

(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 

( QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
. Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosvhory~. Please place me an your notification list 

for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control ,Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." d only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Reana l  Board hearings sa has m effect deprived man3onoma ~ 0 Z t - y  residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I wourd 
1 1 t h ~  Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in ~ec&ber  on this issue? How &as your meeting publicized here? 

I ampee 1 concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Lu- is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a gery controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients cont&ue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, / 





GARY BAIZISO~JC/~AA)~ ) I \ IE~JAIS 
(Name: Please ~ridt) 

(Street Address) 

GUCRNE ~ / I L L F _  WY 44 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment rn 
the -REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 





(Name: Please Print) 

(Street Address) 

flown) (Zip code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as wel! as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 





,!.& C o b  
(~adne:  Please Print) 

161% 1 5 % ~  WLLV 
( ~ t t e e t  Address) 

~erned;//e w4L.i/6 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of . 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

A n  

(Signature) 
d 5  J 6 S  

I @ate) 
J 

I 





- .  1 

(Name: Please' Print) J 

. (Street Address) 

-(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

, . 





(Name: Please Print) 

\ 1 1  \<no \ \ s  -T)&e 
(Street Address) 

5hkap-0 SC 9 5 4 6-5 
(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
sacrahento hearing in December-on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





(Name: Please Print) 

lq570 SW~M Spyln@@- 
(Street Address) u 

v 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6'h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the La- de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

(Signature) 



Ms. Diane C. Cooner 
c%%%$@ P.O. BOX 1259 

Guerneville, CA 95446 



1 ' Chv\A 
  ame el Please print) 

s229a. mmm 
,(Street Address) 

(Town) 
5 9 5  430 

(kip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Bbx 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to Lhe NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment an 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me un your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence m this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems., Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna. de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





(~4:  Please Print) 

W l~ )4nhvmekq 
(Street ~ d d r d s )  

Rmd 

(Town) I/ 
/ q s 4 7 t  

(Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment on 
the .REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me m ybur notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence mi this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 



GARY H WARDEN 
P 0 BOX1125 

SEBASTOPOL.CA 95473 



(Name: Please Print) 

96$ &\ 
(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wdson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me un your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

Q b t  fbLu7A 
/ 

I 
(Signature) @ate) 



DENNIS T 0 LEARY 
2 - PATRICIA 0 LEARY 

I PO BOX 251 
GUERNFJILLE. CA 95446-0251 



~&L2Yb*,m kt, 6, !A 
(Name: Please Print) 7 

~ ' & < 5 & ~  bMD/ L.. cA qrY72-2/0;L 
(TOW n4 (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, C A  95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment rn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me cn your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence rn this matter. 1 would 

0 also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2,. requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in wnter body fnct sheet. Advnnce notice and opportunity for public 
comntent shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa hy exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





(Name: Please Print) 
A 

(Street Address) 

S e b a . & ~ o [ ~  CA 45y-73 
(Town) 

/ 

(Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, C A  95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment m 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me cn your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence cn this matter. 1 would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6"' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, 1 would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the  
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

1 am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Lndwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

(Signature) 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me an your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6& meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed list  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

(S'ignature) 
, 

@ate) 



- 
. B. Van Hinkle 
0 Box 1109 

nour UILIUTED 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa b i  exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence t h a t 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

I 1 - o q , o r  
(signature) @ate) 





OW I A ~  Q~IEDIC 
( ~ a f n e :  Please Print) 

Y k ? b & ~ ~ f l o ~  ED 
(Street Address) 

t3 
(Town) 

QA W / o / q  
(Zip G d e )  

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me on your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence an this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6h meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infistation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that  
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 

(Signature) 
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October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Qualit-v 
State Water Resources control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment a-~ 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me un your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence un this matter. I would 
also like to receive the notice'foi the December 6' meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like to know how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? How was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Lagma de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 

Sincerely, 





f a ( o ~  Qa;fridli 
(Name: Please Print) 

2-LXO Wor~cnJ &-ad 
(Street Address) 

(Town) (Zip Code) 

October, 2005 
Craig J. Wilson, Chief 
Water Quality Assessment Unit 
Division of Water Quality 
State Water Resources Control Board 
P. 0. Box 100 
Sacramento, CA 95812-0100 

Dear Mr. Wilson: 

I am responding to the NOTICE OF PUBLIC WORKSHOPS and request for public comment cn 
the REVISION TO FEDERAL CLEAN WATER ACT SECTION 303(d) LIST OF WATER 
QUALITY LIMITED SEGMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA. I strongly oppose the delisting of the 
Laguna de Santa Rosa for Nitrogen and Phosphorus. Please place me (HI your notification list 
for interested parties, and inform your Board about my correspondence on this matter. - I would 
also like to receive the notice for the December 6* meeting as soon as possible. 

My first concern is related to the lack of public process at the local level. I understand that the 
Water Control Policy for Developing California's Clean Water Act Section 303(d) List, Section 
6.2, requires, "At  a public hearing, the RWQCB shall consider and approve each proposed l i s t  
change as documented in water body fact sheet. Advance notice and opportunity for public 
comment shall be provided." Why is the only hearing taking place in Sacramento? Elimination 
of Regional Board hearings in Santa Rosa has in effect deprived many Sonoma County residents 
the opportunity to give first hand accounts of the many Laguna problems. Furthermore, I would 
like, to h o w  how many people in Sonoma County received the Public Notice about the 
Sacramento hearing in December on this issue? HOW was your meeting publicized here? 

I am deeply concerned about the infestation of the Laguna de Santa Rosa by exotic plants such 
as Ludwigia, which is multiplying at such a prodigious rate that a very controversial chemical 
eradication program was initiated recently at a cost of $1.5 million. There is evidence that 
these plants provide habitat for mosquitoes, feared to be spreading West Nile virus, as well as 
degrading fish habitat. The eradication program is limited to only the two worst sections of 
the infestation, and if nutrients continue to be discharged, the situation could get much worse. 

Thank you for your consideration. Please do not delist the Laguna for nutrients. 




